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a) 
b) 



..The MAILING DATE of this commu nication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 

THF REPLY FILED 30 JimelOOe FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION!^ 

time periods: , . r- , • 

TWO MONTHS OF THE ^ 'X,^^^^"'";! =f%'::',a,^^^^^^^^^ ,h, p.,«on un«, 37 OFR .«« appr=P«. «en*n („ 

may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

NOTICE OF APPEAL comoliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 

a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time penod set forth .n 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 

rDThZIpo sed amendment(s) filed after a f,na. rejection, but prior to the date o';;*"^ ^ ''[i^^^.^'l^^^^^^ -^-^^ '^^^'^ 
(a) □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below). 

(d) □ ?Eey%enf additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)). , mTrM 

4 □ The amendme;;^r^e not in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 , See attached Notice of Non-Comphant Amendment (PTOL-324). 

7 □ rr-pl'rpTse': o1 apP^a.. the proposed amendment(s): a) □ win not be entered or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 
how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: 



Claim{s) objected to: 
Claim(s) rejected: 



Claim{s) withdrawn from consideration: 

, 0 □ tZL.* o, olh., e«denc Is entered^ M .xplsnalion of the sBtus of tf,e cl,ia,s affe, entnf is belo» or a«aol,ed. 

7, Z^Z':Z~~»^ ' " — ~ "'^""^ 

See Continuation Sheet. ^.^^...^xo m^/o\ 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper No{s). 

1 3 □ Other: /^^r? ( A /. /^^^J\/^ 
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Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) 



Application No. 10/786,733 



Continuation of 1 1. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant's arguments have absolutely no 
persuasive value because they are based on false conclusions about what is shown in the Tihon drawings. Applicant states that Tihon 
does not show a circular outer diameter - this statement is seen to fly in the face of each and every figure of Figures 1-14 and is found to 
be an intentional mischaracterization of what the drawings clearly show. Applicant also states that Tihon does not "an end portion 
comprising a spiral groove extending from the end portion partially along the longitudinal portion" - this statement is seen to fly in the face 
of at least Figures 1, la, 2, and 9 which shows the spiral groove(s) at the end of the circular member. This statement is seen to be an 
Intentional mischaracterization of what the drawings clearly show. While a spiral groove may have an infinite number of Intended uses, 
the intended use specified In the claims is seen to be capable of being performed by the spiral groove in Tihon. The fact that Tihon may 
have a different intended use for that spiral groove does not make the Tihon groove an less effications for performing the same Intended 
use recited in applicant's claim. Indeed there is absolutely nothing that would prevent the spiral groove In Tihon from accomplishing the 
intended use recited in applicant's claim. Next applicant argues that Tihon and Prior Art Figure 1 are not properly comblnable because, 
allegedly, they are from diverse fields of art. Prior art Figure 1 is a broad teaching of a reel from the field of art that comprises elongate 
flexible members and Tihon, column 4 states that the Tihon device is an "elongate flexible member". Since both prior art devices deal In 
particular with elongate flexible members they are from the same body of art. Applicant apparently fails to appreciate the extremely 
broad nature of claim 1 . For example, an elongate member with a plurality of spiral grooves extending from the end thereof with a 
particular diameter reads on each and every drill bit sold in all hardware stores throughout the world! Applicant's suggestion that this 
claim Is somehow patentable is found to be based on a lack of reason and a lack of experience as to what kind of things are commonly 
found in hardware stores and workman's tool boxes. 
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